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Dear Reader:

The encl osed docunent is an environnental assessnment (EA) for the construction of an
interpretative center at Ponpeys Pillar. The proposed action, whichis the preferred
alternative (Alternative B), would amend the 1996 Ponpeys Pillar EA/ Anendnent by:

(1) reducing the size of the interpretative center;
(2) providing flexibility in the season of operation, and
(3) renovi ng the existing visitor center and related infrastructure.

A period for substantive conments onthis EAwill be open until August 2, 2001. Public
notification for this EA is sinmultaneous with notification requirenents that the
proposed action would result in construction in a floodplain. Conment's on the EA/
Pl an Amendnent that are received by August 2, 2001, will be considered prior to
i ssui ng the Decision Record. Conment |etters on the anal ysis can be nailed to Sandra
Br ooks, Field Manager at the Bureau of Land Managenent, P. QO Box 36800, Billings, Ml
59107. A copy of the conpl eted Deci sion Record will be mailed to those who recei ved
the EA/ Pl an Anendnent and will al so be avail able upon request.

As a participant in the planning process, you have theright tofile a protest if you
bel i eve that your i nterests nay be adversely af fected by the proposed acti on descri bed
inthis docunent. The protest may only address deci sions that deviate fromthe 1996
Ponpeys Pillar EA/ Arendnent, and issues protested nmust have been subnmitted for the
record during the pl anni ng process. Protests nust be submittedinthe formof aletter
to the Director of the Bureau of Land Managenent by August 2, 2001. This will provide
sufficient time for a 30-day protest period, which will be initiated fromthe tine
of release of this docunment. The protest letter should include:

1. The name, mmiling address, phone nunber, and interest of the person
filing the protest;

2. A statenment of the issue or issues being protested;

3. A statenment of the part or parts of the plan anmendnent bei ng protested;

4. A copy of all docunments addressing the i ssue or i ssues that were subnitted

during the planni ng process by the protesting party, or an i ndi cation of
the date the issue or issues were discussed for the record;



5. A concise statenment of why the proposed decision is believed to be
i ncorrect. This is a critical part of your protest. Take care to
docunent all relevant facts. As nmuch as possible, reference or cite the
pl anni ng documents, environmental analysis docunments, and available
pl anni ng records (i.e., neeting mnutes or sunmaries, correspondence,
etc.). A protest that nerely expresses disagreenent with the proposed
deci si on wi t hout including any data will not provide us with t he benefit
of your information and insight. In these situations, the Director’s
revi ewwoul d be based on exi sting anal ysi s and exi sting supporting data.

Protest letters should be addressed to:
Director, Bureau of Land Managenent
Attention: Ms. Brenda WIIlianms, Protest Coordi nator
WO 210/ LS- 1075
Department of the Interior
Washi ngton, D.C. 20240

Protests will be deci ded according to standi ng of the protester and the nmerits of the
protest. To neet the standing requirenment, you (the protester) nust show that you
participated in the planning process; that the supporting record is the basis for
det ermi ni ng st andi ng; and t hat the protest addresses an i ssue submitted for therecord
during the planning process. If an issue was not submitted during the planning
process, it may be submtted for further consideration in future plan amendnents or
deci sions but will not be included in the docunment under consideration. The second
requi renent, which addresses nerits of the protest, deals with whether BLM has
fol |l owed established procedures and considered relevant information in reaching a
deci si on.

After the protest and comment period concl ude, appropriate revisions will be nmade to
the EA, the Decision Record will be issued, and all portions of the Plan Amendnent

that are not being protested will be approved.
Thank you for your interest and participation in the environnental process. If you
have any questions, please direct themto KimPrill, Team Leader at (406) 896-5038.
Si ncerely,
Sandra S. Brooks
Fi el d Manager
Encl osure

Envi ronnent al Assessnent
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Pompeys Pillar Interpretive Center
Environmental Assessment and Plan Amendment
to the
Billings Resource Management Plan

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Environmental Assessment No. MT 010-1-38

On the basis of the information contained in this Environmental Assessment and al other information availableto me, itis
thedetermination of the Bureau that noneof thealternativesconsidered constituteamajor federal actionsignificantly affecting
thequality of thehuman environment. Therefore, an environmental impact statement isnot necessary and will not beprepared.
In addition, the amendment to the Billings Resource Management Plan does not affect the entire resource area and does not
substantially affect other resource programs to the extent that the resource area would initiate an environmental impact
statement.

Sandra S. Brooks Date
Billings Field Manager



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Pompeys Pillar Interpretive Center Environmental
Assessment/Amendment and activity plan proposes to
implement a management decision contained in the 1996
PompeysPillar EA/Amendment, with afocuson construct-
ing aninterpretive center at PompeysPillar. Sincethe 1996
plan was completed, BLM considered a proposa to co-
locatetheinterpretivecenter withaMontanaDepartment of
Transportation (MDT) highway rest area. In addition, new
information has been identified which pointsto the need to
re-eval uatethe size of the center, aswell asother decisions.
ThisEA/Amendment generally conformswith many of the
decisions that were made in the 1996 decision record.
However, new informationwasincorporatedintothisanaly-
sisand it aso considers new proposal S/alternatives.

Provided below is a summary of the pertinent decisions
made in the 1996 Pompeys Pillar EA/Amendment. The
decisions made in the 1996 decision record were not pro-
tested.

» Three management zones were established: a Historic
Zone, Historic Zone - Developed and a General Manage-
ment Zone.

The Historic Zone would be managed primarily to
providevisitor accessto Clark’ ssignaturein ahistoric
setting. The entire area is to be restored to a setting
characteristic of 1806. Modifications of the landscape
would bethe minimum necessary for visitor safety and
protection of the signature and other rock art from
further deterioration.

TheHistoric Zone - Developed would provide an area
where most facilities would be placed, including an
interpretive center and day-use area. Other facilities
may be provided at some point in the future.

The General Management Zone would be managed to
improve and/or maintain wildlife habitat condition,
enhance recreation opportunities and utilize agricul-
turetofacilitategeneral management. Thiszonewould
also provide space, if needed, for maintenance facili-
ties.

e A moderately sized interpretive center (about 11,000
t012,500 square feet) would be constructed in the Historic
Zone - Developed.

*  Pompeys Pillar would be managed as a day-use site.
Thenewly constructed interpretive center would be staffed
from May 1 to October 31.

¢ Visua Resource Management (VRM) classes were
designated with specific management objectives.

e The existing access road aong the west boundary
would be closed and reclaimed and a new, al-weather
entrance road constructed.

* Theexisting visitor center would remain.

The focus of this EA/Amendment is to further refine and
adjust decisions related to the interpretive center from the
1996 analysis/decision record. The BLM must decide the
following:

1. What size interpretive center should be constructed;

2. Wherewithin the Historic Zone - Devel oped theinter-
pretive center and related infrastructure should be located.
The Historic Zone - Developed was selected asthe areain
which to generally locate an interpretive center in the1996
decision;

3. Whether the existing visitor center and related facili-
ties should be removed; and

4. What interpretive center operation (season of use)
should be provided.

There are two alternatives fully analyzed in this analysis.
Other aternatives were considered but eliminated from
detailed study. A summary of why these alternatives were
dismissed is provided in the analysis.

Alter nativeA representsno changein current management
directionfromthe 1996 decision and isconsidered to bethe
“no action” alternative. A new interpretive center (11,000
t012,500 square feet) would be developed in the Historic
Zone - Developed, as well as a highly developed day-use
areaand trails. The day-use areawould belocated immedi-
ately north of theinterpretive center and would be used for
multiple purposes. The day-use area would include both
islands of shrub aswell as open areasfor larger functions.
A portion of the day-use areawould require some clearing
(approximately one acre) of underbrush. Large cotton-
woodswould remain undisturbed, except where there may
be overhead hazards.

The interpretive center would be staffed and open to the
public from May 1 to October 30. Outside these dates,
visitorswould beallowedtowalk intothesite; however, the
center would be closed. Existing facilities would remain



and include a small contact station, two vault toilets and
other related infrastructure. The existing accessroad along
the west boundary would be closed and reclaimed, and a
new entrance road would be constructed.

Alternative B represents the Preferred Alternative. Alter-
native B wasproposed to comply withthegeneral direction
of Alternative A, but analyzesasmaller interpretive center
in the Historic Zone - Developed. The interpretive center
would be approximately 5,700 square feet, with the poten-
tial for future expansion. Phase-in components to the cen-
ter, including anew entranceroad, parking area, additional
interpretation and potential additions, would be afunction
of funding and visitation. Development would not exceed
thelevel analyzedin AlternativeA. Theday-useareawould
belocated further west than the day-use areain Alternative
A and would include aportion of the existing day-use area.
Although there would still be an open ares, it would not
requireasmuch underbrushto be cleared. Theday-usearea
would beframed with anirregular vegetation pattern onthe
border so that it would appear natural.

The interpretive center would be staffed and open to the
publicfrom May 1 to October 31. However, therewould be
flexibility tobeopenyear-round, depending onfundingand
visitor demand. The existing visitor center would be re-
moved. The existing access road along the west boundary
and existing parking area would be closed and reclaimed
when anew entrance road is constructed.

Both alternatives are subject to conformance with manage-
ment common provided in Chapter Two of this analysis.
Facility development and activities would be confined/
concentrated to avoid impacts to wildlife. Although some
updated information isincluded regarding Threatened and
Endangered Species, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
letter of concurrence from the 1996 analysis indicating a
“Not Likely to Adversely Affect” isstill valid. New infor-
mation on the spiny softshell turtle (a BLM Sensitive
Species and a State Sensitive Species of Special Concern)
requires mitigation to avoid impacts to the species. The
wetlands/riparian areawould be managed for Proper Func-
tioning Condition and the native cottonwood ri parian under
story within both Historic Zones and wetlands would be
managed to allow “no net loss’ of these habitat types.
Effectsto cultural resourceswould beavoided or mitigated.
Thevisual and scenic qualities of thesitewould beretained
through management direction regarding the actual facility
development.

Because the entire area is in the 100 year floodplain, al
devel opment activitieswould conformtoall pertinent flood-

plain and environmental regulations, including the
Y ellowstone County Floodplain Regulations and the Ex-
ecutive Order on floodplain management. Research and
studies identified high and low spots within the 100 year
floodplain. The proposed location of theinterpretive center
would be situated on a dlightly higher area within the
floodplain.

The following alternativeswere considered but eliminated
from detailed study. Refer to Chapter Two for a detailed
description as to why these alternatives were dismissed.

*  Co-locateaninterpretivecenter withanMDT highway
rest area;

»  Constructaninterpretivecenter adjacent to StateHigh-
way 312;

» Maintain the existing facilities;

» Upgrade and expand the existing visitor center; and

L ocate the interpretive center off-site.

Asaresult of thisanalysis, no significantimpactshavebeen
identified asaresult of the Preferred Alternative (Alterna
tive B). Although there may be some potential impacts to
individual wildlife species during their critical nesting
period dueto the possibility of expanding the season of use,
thewildlife populationsin theregionwoul d not be affected.
The Preferred Alternative (Alternative B) has fewer im-
pacts associated with the location of the day-use area; the
day-use area utilizes a portion of the existing day-use area,
which minimizes the impacts. There are some trade-offs
among the Alternativesin terms of the size of theinterpre-
tive center. Alternative A would require $9.4 million, but
would provide extensiveindoor interpretive opportunities.
Alternative B is comprised of phase-in components, with
thefirst phase being $4 million. Alternative B providesfor
potential cost savingsfor long-term operationsand mainte-
nance, however, there would be less indoor interpretive
exhibit space with Alternative B. Both alternatives, how-
ever, can include enhanced outdoor interpretation.

There would be some cumulative effects associated with
this project. Within the next few years, there would be a
series of construction projects occurring simultaneously,
including the proposed action, a Highway 312 overpass
project and the potential grain elevator. In addition, the
genera increasein residential growth in the area, coupled
with the increased development, may result in increasing
traffic.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Chapter 1 - BaCKGIrOUNG 8NGO ISSUES ........cuiuiiiieiitiiiteieteiet sttt e et b e bbbt e b s b e e bt b e bt e e st s b e st b e e b e b e enn 1
INtroduction and BACKGIOUNG ..........ciueuiriiiiiieiiteieiee ettt ettt b e bbbt e bt b e bbbt b ese b e e b e nb e e ens 1
PUIPOSE AN INBEU ...ttt bt b e bt h bbb s b b e b e e b e s e bt b e bt e eb e e bt b e bt b eae e b e et e e e b e e enin 1
(€T gTc o= I o or= o] o [OOSR P 1
Related Actions that INfluence SCOPE Of TIS EA ... 1

Establishment of the Pompeys Pillar National MONUMENE ..........ccooeirieirieiieneeeese e 1
Designation of Pompeys Pillar as a National Historic Landmark ...........c.ccoeoniiinninnineeeeeeseeseeseee 3
Designation of Pompeys Pillar as an Area of Critical Environmental Concern
and Amendment of the BLM - Billings Resource Management Plan, 1996 ..........cccccoveineineienenenenesenenienene 3
DECISIONSTO DB IMAME ...ttt bbb bbb bbbt b bt e e bt e b b e bt b en e b e et e e b e e enin 3
PLENNING ISSUES ...ttt ettt ettt h bt b et b e b e st H s b e e e H £ e e b e s e b e s eb e b e b et eb b e bt b e bt b ene b e e b e e nb e e enn 3
Interpretive Center CONSIIUCLION COSES .......c.iiveuirieiirieereeert sttt b e bbbttt b et st 3
Interpretive Center OPEraion COSES ..ottt ettt b e bbb bbb se bt b et be s 4
Pompeys Pillar Visitalion ProjECHIONS. ........cuieirieiriiirieirieesiesis ettt ettt 4
Y ellowstone River Floodplain and RIiParian ATEaS .........ccceieeriirieereerieeree st beseebe s seene 4
Visual, HiStOriC and CUTUIEl VAIUES .........ocoveeirie ettt ettt et s ete e st e sbe s steeeate e sbeeenseesbessatesaseesareesseesnneenes 4
OFNES ISSUES/CONCEINS. ....cveuerteaeetee ettt ettt se et se et e st se it s e e st b et e b et b et b e e ebese e b e s e e b e e eh e e b eb e e e e bt s b e bt e b e st s b et e b et ebe e es 4

Applicable Regulatory Reguirements, Required Coordination, Licenses and Permits..........cccoeoveeneineneneneseseseseseens 4

Chapter 2 - DesCription Of AITEIMELIVES. ..ot bbb bbbt e bbbt b sb e eb e enas 7
[F gLl [Fox i) o EO OSSOSO S TSP PRTTT 7
Alternative A - Continuation of Current Management DIFECHION .........cocereereireineereeseree et 7

(Facility Development with an 11,000 -12,500 square foot interpretive center)
Alternative B - Preferred AITEINELHVE ..ottt b ettt s b e e b snene s 7
(Facility development with a 5,700 square foot interpretive center with potential for future expansion)
MBNBGEMENE COMIMION ...ttt ettt s e et h e e bt e et e R e e R e s b e R e e R e s e se e s e e e ne e e e se e s e eaeer e e b e nnesr e renrenneanes 7
MBNBGEMENE ZONES ...ttt ettt et e ettt h e bt bt e Rt R e s bt s e e e R e R e s e e e e s e e e e e e e b e e e e e bt e R e e b e neeer e reneenrennan 8
RECTEaLi ON MEANAGEIMIENT ......ceeitiiitiiet ettt b bbbt bbb st bt b e b e e e b et e bt b bt bbb s e bttt et 8
Law Enforcement/PUBIiC SAFELY .......c.oooirieiciiee ettt 8
ACCESSIDIITY ettt b bbb e bt A h e bR h et a et bt b et 8
Visual Resource Management/SCENIC VAUES.........coicuirieirieirieeriert sttt 8
LBNASCADING -..eeteeetereeiestet ettt sttt sttt b e bt se bt e e bt e e st b et b et e b et e b e e e b e ne e b seeb e eeeb e ee b e ebeb e e b e bt e b et eb et b et et e e 9
(6] o) SN PE ST U RS PTSTPSTUTPTPRTON 9
i1 ettt bbb b e bR R R R R AR AR E e e SR e SR e e bt eE R R Rt R e Rt Rt bbb 9
TEXEUIE ..ottt h e b e Rt e b e R ARt R e R e R SR e R R e e e e Rt R e R Rt R e Rt Rt R e R e nn e s 9
(@0e] 171011 ¢7= 1 [o] 0 F TSP O OP TSP RS PTSTPSTUTSTURTON 9
CUITUIAl RESDUITES ...ttt ettt sttt et e et st e et bbbt b e e b se e b s e b e e eb e b eb e e b e bt s b e bt eb e st s b et e b et be e 9
Fish @nd WilITE HBDITEE ........coeiueeeeiereeee ettt sttt bbb ne e 10
Threatened and ENAaNGEred SPECIES .......ceiuiririerieieieete ettt st st e b e s be e e s s ne e snenea 10
BLM SENSITIVE SPECIES ...ttt ettt bbbttt bbbttt b e 10
NeotropiCal Migratory BilaS.........cooeiriiiriiiriiseere et bbb bbb 10
WEHANASRIPAMTAN ...ttt b e e b e e b e e b e bt et e b et b et e b et e b e st eb e se bt seebeseebennenenneneas 10
WBOEEALION ...ttt ettt ettt b et bt b e e b e b e s e eb e s e e bt 4 e eb e ee e b e e E e s e e R e Ae e R e e eE e £ e b e eE e R e e e b e nE ekt ne ekt e bt neebe e enenrene s 11
FITE MBNAGEIMENT ...ttt bbb b b e bt e b e b e b b e h e b e s et e st b e e e b e e b e s b e e enis 11
FloOdPl @i N/WELEN QUAITLY ......eveueieieetiietee ettt bbb b bbbt bbb b s b e enis 11
WaStE WELEr TIEBEMENL ......ccveiviiriiririeseierete sttt r e e sr e r e e e e e e st et er e r e resneer e ne s 11
POLADIE WWELEY ...ttt bbbt bbb bbbt et bbbt bt e b e e 11
CONSIIUCTTON ACHIVITIES ...ttt bbb bbbt bbbt b et ettt 11
Existing Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) Canals and DitChes ...........ccooiriiniiniencceeeeeeee e 12
Hazardous Materials and Waste ManagemMENT ...........coveiriiiririniere e 12
LIVESIOCK GIBZING ...euvveeeeeeeuerteiesteest ettt se ettt st sa s e b e b eb e b e e e bt e b e e e e bt e es e b e ae e s e b e n e b e e eb e s e b et ene e enis 12

SOIl AN WELET RESDUICES ...t iteie e eetie e ettt st ee s sttt e s e ete e e seaeeesesteesabesssbeessabeeesaatesssssessbesesassessansnessabeessasenesanes 12



AT QUAITEY ettt ettt b e e b e bbb bt b st b et b et e b e e e b e s e e bt sE ek e s e ekt se bt s R b e b e Rt e e Rt e b et b et bt b e 12

Weed @Nd INSECE CONIOL .....cviuiitiiitiieieseete ettt et e b e sttt e b e e bt se bt e bt b e bt sa e st st et st e e et et ebeneas 12
Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Detailed SIUAY ..o e 12
Co-location of an Interpretive Center with a Montana Department of
Transportation Highway RESEATEA. ..ottt et 12
Construction of an Interpretive Center adjacent to State Highway 312.........ccocveiineiniinennenreeeeesee e 12
Maintain EXISING FACTTITIES ......oeeuirieeiieeeeeee ettt nb e n s 13
Upgrade and expand the existing Visitor Center FaCility ..o 13
Locate the Interpretive Center Off-SItE .........cuiiiiiir bbb 13
Chapter 3 - Affected Environment and Environmental CONSEOUENCES ..........oouruerieierieierieiereeiesieieseeesteesie st sessesessesessesens 15
[T g1 (8ot [ o OSSO P PSP SRUS 15
€1 o Tc = I T Kol 7= 1 [o] o [OOSR 15
Land Ownership and Adjacent LandS and USES ........ccoiririririeirieenieenieesieesteesiees e ssens 15
RightS-0f-Way and EBSEMENLS .......cocciiiiiriieie et b e bbbt be b neenes 15
ClIMBLE ..ttt h bbb bbb b s b b e R bR b e e R £ Rt bRt bRt bRt bRt bt b e b e nerne 15
(€< o] oo |V OO 15
AASSSUIMIPEIONS ...ttt sttt sttt s et bbb e b s b s e e bt se e bt s e e bt s E bt e A e Rt s E e Rt e b et e b e ne e b et e b e e eb et ebeneebesbebe st enenn e 15
COSE ESLIMBLES ...ttt stttk b bbbt b bbbt bt b e st s bt b et b et e b ettt be st 15
VISITATON PrOJECIIONS .....evitiiteieiteeete ettt bbb st b s ek sa b e s b e bt b e bt se e st st et st e e et et ebeneas 16
THAFIC SAFELY vttt bbbt bbb bbb bbbt b e et bbb rne 16
Hpg 7= o kST @0 1 11 00 o [T T RSSO 16
Cultural, Paleontological and HiStoriCal RESOUICES.........coueuerierieieieereetesese st se st te e s seesae e e esesse e ssessenees 16
Native AMENiCan RETIJIOUS CONCEINS ......couiiiiiriiirieisterest sttt sttt ettt b et ss bbb e b e b ebesbebesbenessenes 17
ENVIFONMENEEE JUSHICE ...ttt ettt b et b e bt b bbb bbb ens 18
Vegetation (including non-native and iNVaSIVE SPECIES) ........ceviireererieiereee sttt be e ere e 18
Soils (including Prime and Unique Farmland) and TOpOgraphy ... 18
[NV (ool N = v oo OSSO 18
AT QUAITEY ettt b e e b e e b e e bt b st E et b et e b e e e b e s e e bt se ekt s e ekt ne Rt e R bt e e Rt e R e Rt e b et b et b et b e 19
Areaof Critical Environmental ConCern (ACEC) ..ottt s be s ene e 19
WaStES, HAZArAOUS OF SOLIT ......cveeieeeitie ittt et et e et et s e et e sae s sbeesaesesbeesseesabessaessaseesbessnseebessnbesssessntens 19
WVTTOEINESS ...ttt bbbt e bt e bbbt Eeh e b e R e b e e e b e se e b s e e b e s e e bt se e b e s b ekt s b e bt nb e st sb et s b et et et ebeneas 19
Wild BN SCENIC RIVELS ...ttt sttt sttt bbbt e b s ekt s e bt s b bt st e bt se e st st et st e e et et ebeneas 19
IMPBCES DY ATTEINELIVE ...ttt et bbbt bt st b et b et b et e b e st bt e b e bbbt 19
WIlAITE AN FISNEITES ...ttt bbb e b e b e e b e bt b bt s bt st et b et et e e ebeneas 19
Threatened and ENdaNgEred SPECIES .......covcuerieirieirieirieerees sttt sb ettt e ere e 20
BLIM SENSITIVE SPECIES ..ottt bbbt b et b et e b et 21
WEtlaNAS/RIPANTAN ZONES .......cueiviiitieeiereete ettt b et b e st b e st b st eb e se ek e seebe s b e bt st e bt se e st st et s b et et e e ebeneas 22
LS 1= (o OSSOSO 22
Environmental EAUCaLiON/INtENPrEtation ...........ccoeiruiirierieieneeereee st sn s 26
ViSUBL 8N0 SCENIC VAIUES ...ttt bbbt skt se bbbt b bt e et e e et et ebe e 27
SOCIA/DEMOGIAPNICS ...ttt bbb bbb a e bbbt b et bt b et b e e b s bt be b 28
o0 To 0 1T oSSR ST RS PRR 29
Floodplain/Water Quality (drinking Or GroUNG) ...........ccereririeirieerieerieerieerieesi s 30
[rreversible/Irretrievabl @ IMPECES . ......coi bbbttt ebe e 31
Adverse Effects Which Cannot D8 AVOIIEG ...........coiiiiiiiiiiniinenere et 31
CUMUIBLIVE EFFECES ...ttt ettt bbbt bt bbb bbb b 31
Chapter 4 - PUDIIC INVOIVEMENT ..ottt s b e e bt e bbb bbbt b et bt et neebe e 33
SUMMary of PUDITC INVOIVEMEN ...ttt a et nbenes 33
SCOPING SUMIMIBIY ..eeviiitenesteteteseeteseeteseeteseesesae st sees e s ese b eseebeaeebe e ebeseebe s e e bt seeb e eeeh e b ea e b e Rt e b e n e e b e e e b e s eb e e e b et e bt st en et e nenbenes 33

Agency and Tribal COOMAINGLION ..........coieiriiirieirere ettt b e et st b e et eeb e bt b 34



Appendices

Appendix 1 - List of Applicable Regulatory Requirements, Licenses and PermitsS..........cccovvvevinneenenneserenenennns 35
Appendix 2 - U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Letter of CONCUIMENCE ......ccovviirieirieirieesieesie e 39
Appendix 3 - Proper Functioning Condition (PFC) ........c.couieiinisessesesie sttt 41
Appendix 4 - BLM Specia Status Species Affects DEtermMinationS..........coocvveereeneienieesere e 43
Appendix 5 - Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management ..........ccceeveireeniee s e 45
APPENTIX 6 = REFEIENCES ..ottt ettt b e e b e s s b e e b e bbbt bt b et bt b et be et 47
APPENTIX 7 = LISt OF ACTONYIMIS ...ttt sttt sttt b e st s e et bbbt bttt sttt 49
APPENTIX 8 - LISt OF PrEPDEIEIS ..ottt ettt st st b ettt b et bt bbbttt 51
Maps
Map 1 - Location Map Of POMPEYS PITEE .........cviiiiiiiere e 2
MaP 2 - SPECIAl DESIGNALIONS. ....c.eeveeetereeierieiest et sttt sttt st se et seebesa e bt s e e be st e st st e st eb et e b e neebeseebe st ebeseebeseebeneebeseesenteneas 53
M 3 - MANAGEIMENT ZONES........ceieiieeeeeieei ettt st e s e e e e e se e st e bt eb e s beeh e e b e s b se e s e R e se e e eneese e st ereebenbeanenrenrenreas 55
MBD 4 - AITEINBLIVE A .ottt b sttt b e e b e e bbbt b e bt s b e Rt b e st e b et e b e e e b et e b e st ek e seebeseebeneebesbeseneeneas 57

MBD 5 - AITEINBLIVE B ...ttt bbb e bbbt bbb e e b et b e st ke se ek e se b e neebesbenenaeneas 59



